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FRIENDLY  INQUISITION? 


Applications  for  membership  frequently  induce 
ambivalent  feelings.  On  the  one  hand,  we  are  so 
pathetically  pleased  when  attenders  wish  to  join 
our  society,  for  what  better  evidence  is  there  that 
some  vital  spark  remains  than  the  evidence  that 
others  wish  to  kindle  their  fires  from  our  light? 

On  the  other  hand,  the  application  also  sets  off 
that  embarrassing  process  of  formal  visitation  and 
inquiry,  for  which  our  Faith  and  Practice  provides 
us  with  no  fewer  than  nine  “pertinent  topics  to  dis- 
cuss with  prospective  members.”  Pertinent  they 
may  be,  but  how  gauche  we  feel  in  adopting  the  in- 
quisitorial pose,  particularly  at  such  a time.  For  do 
we  not  wish  to  assure  the  prospective  member  that 
he  has  made  a wise  choice,  and  is  not  a probing  in- 
terrogation an  odd  way  to  offer  such  reassurance? 
Moreover,  were  we  not  all  taught  at  our  mother’s 
knee  that  it  is  rude  to  ask  personal  questions?  How 
much  more  civilized  to  converse  of  indifferent 
things  and  to  conclude  with  a properly  diffident 
suggestion  that  a reading  of  Faith  and  Practice  and 
a work  of  Quaker  history  might  prove  instructive. 
Most  of  us  can  manage  a general  question  about 
the  prospective  member’s  feelings  toward  the  tes- 
timonies but  find  it  excruciatingly  painful  to  probe 
beliefs.  After  all,  we  are  not  some  Bible-thumping 
fundamentalist  sect  asking  the  new  convert  to  come 
up  to  the  altar  and  confess  himself  twice  born. 

Most  of  us  understand  well  enough  why  the  pros- 
spect  of  appointment  to  a visiting  committee  fills 
us  with  dread.  We  are  a modest  people  and  know 
our  own  inadequacies  and  shortcomings.  Why  pre- 
tend to  set  a higher  standard  for  newcomers?  Most 
of  us  are  “convinced”  Friends  and,  as  such,  grate- 
ful to  have  been  welcomed  into  the  Society  our- 
selves, and  anxious  to  be  equally  welcoming  to 
those  who  follow  us.  Further,  as  convinced  Friends, 
most  of  us  are  refugees  from  elsewhere  and,  having 
fled  the  dogmatism  or  hypocrisy  of  other  sects  and 
faiths,  are  hesitant  to  seem  insistent  that  Friends, 
too,  have  peculiar  beliefs  and  practices. 

At  the  end  of  this  process  of  rationalization  we 
discover  that  we  have  good  and  conscientious  rea- 
sons for  not  being  too  insistent  about  either  our 


historic  faith  or  practice.  Actions  speak  louder 
than  words,  and  what  we  do,  the  lives  we  lead  and 
the  examples  we  set  are  what  draw  others  to  us. 
Hence,  to  ask  about  beliefs,  to  inquire  into  faith,  is 
to  substitute  shadow  for  substance.  Further,  as 
Fox  insisted,  true  knowledge  comes  experimentally; 
all  else  is  mere  notion  and  opinion.  It  follows,  then, 
that  all  true  seekers  should  be  welcomed;  to  inquire 
too  strictly  about  what  the  seeker  seeks  may  stifle 
the  discovery  of  new  ways  and  new  truths.  Final- 
ly, Christianity  has  become  a stumbling  block. 

When  George  Fox  heard  a voice  which  said,  “There 
is  one,  even  Christ  Jesus,  that  can  speak  to  thy  con- 
dition,” his  heart  “did  leap  for  joy.”  Today  we 
gently  urge  toleration  for  the  Christians  among  us, 
as  we  ask  toleration  for  other  aberrational  or  ana- 
chronistic manifestations  of  the  spirit,  but  we  are 
hardly  prepared  to  insist  that  some  sort  of  Christian 
faith  be  a condition  of  membership.  To  do  so 
would  seem  lacking  in  charity  and  in  any  event  at 
variance  with  the  ecumenical  spirit  we  all  espouse. 

What  these  shamefaced  rationalizations  ignore 
are  those  truths  that  we  also  know  experimentally: 
that  Friends  abandoned  formal  creeds,  not  because 
any  set  of  notions  would  do  as  well,  but  because 
truth  must  be  known  personally  and  directly;  that 
the  activity  of  God  manifest  in  the  life  of  Jesus  is 
not  merely  of  antiquarian  interest  but  may  still  be 
manifest  today  to  those  who  listen;  that  Friends 
gave  up  ritual  and  liturgy  not  so  that  each  might 
do  his  own  thing  but  so  that  we  might  learn  the  in- 
ner discipline  of  corporate  worship  and  action.  We 
cannot  cut  ourselves  off  from  our  history  as  a So- 
ciety, for  our  history  is  a record  not  only  of  mis- 
takes and  folly,  but  also  of  those  truths  we  have 
learned  experimentally.  Membership  is  a problem 
for  us  precisely  because  we  lack  the  outer  creed  and 
ritual  which  would  identify  our  community  unam- 
biguously. By  the  same  token,  it  is  precisely  be- 
cause our  identity  rests  on  inner  habits  and  convic- 
tions which  vivify  our  outward  practices  that  we 
make  such  inquiries  of  prospective  members.  If 
membership  is  a burden,  it  is  also  an  opportunity 
to  reaffirm  our  identity  as  a religious  society.  Is 
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PYM  Finance 

Dear  Bob; 

PYM  has  for  some  time  been  rather  confused  as 
to  the  meaning  of  the  word  membership,  but  this 
letter  from  the  finance  committee  is  too  much. 
First,  if  any  person  feels  strongly  enough  about 
Quakerism  to  want  to  remain  a member,  he  should 
remember  what  he  said  about  doing  his  part  when 
he  joined,  and  at  least  contribute  the  sums  of 
money  in  one  year  required  to  support  our  other 
bodies.  Secondly,  people  who  are  active  in  meet- 
ings, perhaps  go  to  yearly  meeting  and  want  to 
help  the  Society  should  JOIN. 

I was  once  at  a loss  for  words  when  a member  of 
one  meeting  told  me  he  didn’t  know  who  were 
and  who  weren’t  members  in  his  meeting,  because 
“we  don’t  put  much  stress  on  membership.” 

Let  us  welcome  anyone  who  wants  to  come  to 
our  worship  and  our  meetings.  But  when  it  comes 
to  building  meeting  houses,  sending  forth  our 
“Friend  in  the  Orient,”  seeking  God  and  building 
His  kingdom  in  the  ways  peculiar  to  our  society, 
let  us  be  definite  in  who  we  are,  and  in  who  we  are 
not. 

I think  the  recent  suggestion  that  we  change  the 
way  we  count  “active  members”  is  a mistake  and  a 
sad  commentary  on  the  state  of  PYM. 

Charles  Swift 
Santa  Monica  Meeting 


Truth  or  Tenderness 

I am  almost  amused  to  be  called  twice  to  task  for 
suggesting  that  Quakers  would  like  a large,  strong, 
committed  membership.  Perhaps  I have  embraced 
the  wrong  religion.  Not  the  wrong  God,  mind  you. 
Everyone  knows  there  are  many  paths  to  Him;  and 
some  of  us  are  sophisticated  enough  to  “know” 
that  any  of  them  is  a true  way.  But  John 
Mackinney  is  happy  to  be  a rear  guard  member  of, 
obviously,  a rear  guard  religion.  Sally  Bryan  is 
amazed  at  her  inference  of  political  uniformity. 

We  have  not  only  less  than  full  hearted  enthusiasm 
(S.  Bryan)  for  our  “fragile  fellowship”  (P.  Seaver), 
but  a letter  from  a resignee  who  is  too  tired  to 
carry  on  the  struggle,  and  another  from  a Jewess 
who  is  hurt  by  some  members’  insistence  on  Chris- 
tian commitment.  And  now  comes  the  resignation 
of  Josephine  Duveneck,  possibly  most  respected 
Quaker  of  us  all  (a  one-liner  in  the  Palo  Alto  News- 
letter) over  the  Meeting’s  inability  to  sell  cheaply 
or  give  away  a valuable  piece  of  property  to  the 
Buddhists  — a sect  I gather  that  Madge  Seaver 
doesn’t  even  see  as  a religion. 

Gil  Hamilton  attributes  our  powerlessness  to  lack 
of  a vital  testimony  on  social  reform,  then  expert- 
ly torpedoes  his  thesis  with  the  experience  of  Lon- 
don Yearly  Meeting.  But  I think  he  has  half  a 
point,  the  other  half  of  which  is  that  we  are  so 
concerned  to  be  tender  with  each  other  that  we 
avoid  the  truth.  A Friend  asked  me  what  I could 
possibly  have  meant  by  my  last  sentence  in  Jan- 
uary, “Friends  cultivate  an  innocence  that  leads 
to  violence.  . .” 

I believe  the  society  that  frowns  on  assertiveness, 
fails  to  face  the  truth  because  it  might  hurt  some- 
one (ourselves,  or  an  old  Friend  like  Josephine), 
avoids  encounter  to  promote  (false)  unity,  conducts 
a Membership  interview  by  finding  it  “civilized  to 
converse  of  indifferent  things  and  to  conclude  with 
a properly  diffident  suggestion”  (P.  Seaver),  and 
loses  some  of  its  best  Friends  through  resignation 
is  sick,  not  healthy,  and  the  cause  of  its  sickness  is 
not  confusion  or  indifference,  but  failure  to  put 
its  own  standard  of  truth  above  a feigned,  but  com- 
fortable tenderness.  The  community  can  not  sub- 
sist on  tenderness  alone;  the  health  of  the  group  . 
requires  that  it  be  built  on  the  bones  of  truth  with 
love.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  implications  of  this 
conclusion  are  obvious  for  a large,  strong  commit- 
ted membership,  which  would  be  able  to  imple- 
ment in  the  world  its  testimony  on  radical  econom- 
ic reform,  which  would  further  redound  to  a l.s.c. 
membership.  no 
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WEB  FOOTED  WARBLING 

Faith  is  required  only  when  probability  nears, 
even  plummets  to,  the  zero  point.  This  comes  to 
me  with  pristine  conviction  when  I chuckle  over 
Robert  Schutz’s  invitation  to  address  a few  “fresh” 
words  to  the  subject  of  membership  in  the  Society 
of  Friends.  I wonder  whether  there  are  any  words 
that  have  not  already  been  said  over  and  over.  1 
think  of  David  Wagoner’s  poem: 

THE  POETS  AGREE  TO  BE  QUIET 
BY  THE  SWAMP 

They  hold  their  hands  over  their  mouths 

And  stare  at  the  stretch  of  water. 

What  can  be  said  has  been  said  before: 

Strokes  of  light  like  herons’  legs  in  the  cat- 
tails, 

Mud  underneath,  frogs  lying  even  deeper. 

Therefore,  the  poets  may  keep  quiet. 

But  the  corners  of  their  mouths  grin  past 
their  hands. 

They  stick  their  elbows  out  into  the  evening, 

Stoop,  and  begin  the  ancient  croaking. 

My  throat  swells  and  my  fingers  twitch. 

Two  basic  attitudes  we  hear,  even  give  voice  to 
personally,  contain  the  old  dialectic  between  the 
romantic  dream  and  the  realistic  possibility.  One 
says  that  God,  the  power  and  the  glory,  is  Love  and 
our  Society  is  made  up  of  loving  individuals  who 
will  be  able  to  love  anyone  who  presents  herself  as 
desiring  membership.  No  matter  what  gulfs  separ- 
ate at  the  outset,  Love  will  transform  all  into 
Friends.  The  other  says  but  we  are  human  indeed. 
We  strain  and  buckle  over  our  present  heroic  ef- 
forts to  love  all  who  are  now  inside  the  member- 
ship circle.  We  can  not  take  in  another  whose 
needs  clearly  exceed  our  capacity.  Aware  of  the 
demands  to  us  individually  and  to  us  collectively, 
it  is  not  wise  to  require  more  of  ourselves  when  it 
is  too  clear  that  our  love  becomes  a thin  trickle  of 
intended  will,  not  the  heart’s  full  and  easy  flow. 

In  the  more  than  twenty  years  that  I have  been  a 
member  of  University  Friends  Meeting,  Seattle,  we 
have  discussed  membership  countless  times.  In- 
deed, we  are  currently  in  yet  another  series  of  dis- 
cussions. Each  month  before  Meeting  for  Business, 
we  have  a forty-five  minute  session.  The  contrary 
attitudes  staked  out  above  emerge  and  vanish  in 
our  talk.  Perhaps  they  chase  each  other  inside  each 
person  in  the  discussion.  Certainly  they  play  leap 
frog  in  me! 


It  seems  this  is  an  issue  without  settlement. 
Membership  discussions  will  continue  forever; 
each  time  a specific  individual  tests  our  condition, 
we  will  make  a new  decision  based  on  our  personal 
and  collective  spiritual  condition  at  the  moment  of 
necessary  balance. 

This  goes  against  the  American  temperament, 
which  is  to  attempt  to  settle  an  issue  once  and  for 
all  so  that  we  can  move  on  to  a new  frontier.  But 
the  really  trying  questions  are  the  ones  we  live  with, 
and  (in  fact)  they  form  our  lives  as  we  wrestle  with 
them.  We  grow  through  the  questions,  but  the 
questions  stretch  over  and  under  the  waters  of  our 
nights. 

So  it  is  with  discussion  of  membership  in  the 
Society  of  Friends.  Each  of  us  calls  the  self  to  ac- 
count when  another’s  application  is  threshed. 
Sometimes  we  may  open  our  arms  and  let  anyone 
in,  no  demands  even  discussed.  Other  times  we 
may  exclude  an  ex-sergeant.  This  does  not  mean 
that  membership  means  very  little  to  us,  the  mem- 
bers. For  me  it  is  the  third  most  important  group 
association  I hold:  first,  my  family;  second,  the 
human  race;  third,  the  Society  of  Friends.  Obser- 
ving how  many  others  labor  over  the  obligations 
the  Society  requires,  I conclude  it  is  no  less  impor- 
tant to  others. 

My  assessment  of  the  historical  epoch  in  which 
we  live  is  that  it  is  one  of  rampant  individualism, 
unrestrained  by  collective  commitments.  Other 
ages  have  had  the  opposite  balance:  individuals 
trapped  by  authority,  belief,  and  habit  into  servile 
obedience  to  collective  dictates.  These  old,  obli- 
gatory restraints  have,  however,  been  broken, 
though  remnants  still  struggle  against  old  patterns 
of  thought  and  the  conventions  of  language.  (No- 
tice my  attempt  at  liberation  by  choosing  “herself’ 
instead  of  the  conventional  pronoun.) 

But  no  evidence  persuades  me  that  an  individual 
can  make  herself  an  end  and  discover  happiness, 
much  less  peace  and  joy.  It  seems  clear  to  me  that 
individuals  must  choose  associations  beyond  them- 
selves and  then  struggle  to  give  those  groups  rights 
which  will  be  voluntarily  obeyed.  This  strengthens 
individuals,  but  it  is  essential  if  there  are  to  be  so- 
cieties. 

Now  is  the  time  for  us  to  think  consciously  about 
the  health  of  human  associations.  I believe  we  must 
come  together  and  give  them  rights  to  which  we 
will  be  obedient.  Families  could  decide  that  all 
members  will  appear  for  breakfast.  Meetings  could 
decide  on  a minimum  number  of  attendances  at 
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The  Financial  Commitment 


Honolulu  Friends  Meeting  wishes  to  express  ap- 
preciation for  the  action  taken  last  August  at  Pa- 
cific Yearly  Meeting  that  reduced  their  assessment 
from  $12.00  to  $10.00  per  member.  Honolulu 
Meeting  now  pays  about  $298  less  than  other  meet- 
ings of  the  same  size  (85  members),  and  $127.50 
less  than  the  preceding  year.  Several  individuals  at 
PYM  asked  why  Honolulu  voiced  concern  about 
assessment  costs.  Others  may  be  interested  also. 

We  do  not  know  the  expenses  of  other  meetings 
but  want  to  share  the  following  information  about 
our  own.  We  also  would  like  to  know  what  indivi- 
dual situations  are  faced  by  other  meetings  so  that 
all  of  us  can  act  from  greater  awareness  in  the  fu- 
ture. 

(1)  Our  transportation  to  the  California 
coast  is  about  $250  round  trip  per  adult.  To  send 
a representative  to  midyearly  Representative  Com- 
mittee and  again  to  PYM  in  August  with  an  alter- 
nate and  third  person  cost  $1000  in  1977.  PYM 
assisted  with  $300  of  this;  the  Meeting  covered  the 
rest.  We  find  that  the  persons  who  have  the  time 
and  flexibility  to  come  to  PYM  often  have  limited 
financial  resources. 

(2)  Honolulu  Meeting  maintains  an  inter- 
national Friends  Center  in  the  Meeting  House  for 
the  lodging  and  nurture  of  traveling  Friends  from 
all  over  the  world.  A portion  of  our  resident  cou- 
ple’s duties  are  related  to  this  function  (one  pre- 
vious resident  estimates  roughly  a half).  Their  hon- 
orarium is  $4225  plus  $875  for  social  security,  in- 
surance, etc.  annually,  plus  transportation  to  and 
from  Hawaii  which  averages  $600  annually.  This 
totals  $5700.  Utilities,  insurance,  repairs,  etc.,  on 
the  Meeting  House,  a portion  of  which  result  from 
guests  and  resident  couple,  cost  $2400.  Donations 
from  guests  last  year  were  almost  $2000,  leaving 
$3700  to  be  carried  by  the  Meeting.  In  summary, 
the  resident  couple/Friends  Center/Meeting  House 
combined  cost  the  Meeting  $6100.  What  propor- 
tion can  be  credited  to  the  benefit  of  Friends  at 
large  and  what  to  Hawaii  Friends  alone  is  difficult 
to  judge.  We  have  just  increased  the  suggested  do- 
nation for  guests  slightly,  but  do  not  know  how 
this  will  affect  the  total,  as  many  guests  donate 
over  the  suggested  amount  already. 

Our  total  budget  for  1976-1977  was  $1 1 ,300, 
and  for  1977-78,  $12,260.  As  mentioned,  we  have 
about  85  members,  not  quite  one-fourth  of  whom 


are  “inactive.”  Our  contributions  to  Friendly  or- 
ganizations (FCNL,  FWCC,  Friend  in  Orient,  etc.) 
total  $290  in  1977-78.  Travel  to  and  from  the 
outer  islands  for  the  nurture  of  isolated  Friends 
and  the  Maui  Worship  Group  (about  $60  round- 
trip  per  adult)  has  been  left  mostly  to  individuals 
in  the  past.  This  month  we  sent  $60  of  the  amount 
freed  by  our  reduced  PYM  assessment  to  Maui  to- 
ward travel  to  our  February  retreat.  The  rest  will 
be  used  for  interisland  visitation  later  in  the  year. 
Budget  items  other  than  the  resident  couple  and 
property  include  our  PYM  responsibility,  office 
supplies,  Meeting  Committees  working  funds,  the 
resident  couple’s  discretionary  emergency  fund  for 
persons  in  need  who  show  up  at  the  Meeting  House, 
etc.  The  cost  of  living  in  Hawaii  is  near  that  of 
New  York,  only  Alaska  being  higher  than  these 
two. 

Proceeds  from  our  ongoing  rummage  and  craft 
sale,  Friends  Festival,  advertised  as  “for  Quaker 
social  concerns,”  are  not  applied  toward  Meeting 
expenses.  The  Festival  is  a joint  effort  by  the 
Meeting  and  AFSC,  housed  in  our  garage,  primar- 
ily for  the  benefit  of  AFSC.  In  1976  AFSC  re- 
ceived $5000  and  the  Meeting  $500  for  its  own 
“Quaker  concerns”  that  are  not  in  the  annual  bud- 
get. This  last  November  AFSC  received  $4600  and 
the  Meeting  at  its  request  for  an  increase  received 
$600  for  unbudgeted  social  concerns. 

We  hope  this  information  is  helpful  to  all  of  us 
as  we  go  about  our  Friendly  business,  and  we  wel- 
come candid  response  on  this  whole  subject  of  our 
mutual  financial  situations. 

Elsa  Sabath 

PYM  Representative  1977 

Honolulu  Friends  Meeting 


Willamette  Valley  and  Northwest  Quarterly 
Meetings  want  it  known  to  all  Friends  that  we  have 
lists  of  scattered  Friends  in  our  region.  These 
Friends  welcome  visits  of  Friends.  So,  if  you  are 
traveling  through  this  region,  pick  up  a list  at  any 
of  our  Monthly  Meetings  or  ask  the  clerks  of  QM 
M&O  committees: 

Bob  Baird,  NWQM  Gery  Hubbe,  WVQM 

P.O.Box  1603  1060  W.  17th  Ave. 

Olympia,  WA  98507  Eugene,  OR  97402 

And  meet  with  these  brothers  and  sisters  along 
the  way! 

Gery  Hubbe 
Eugene  Meeting 
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Letter 


I Am  Resigned 
Dear  Bob  Schutz: 

It  has  long  been  my  opinion  that  changing  the 
name  of  the  Discipline  to  Faith  and  Practice  was 
just  another  example  of  the  double  standard  of 
truth  that  we  cannot  or  will  not  admit  exists 
among  Friends. 

We  need  only  look  at  the  sky  to  realize  that  or- 
der is  Heaven’s  first  law.  Why  do  we  find  it  so  dif- 
ficult to  accept  the  word  discipline  — or  the  good 
order  of  Friends? 

For  several  years  I have  watched  with  dismay  the 
watering  down  of  our  beliefs.  We  are  so  concerned 
with  our  need  for  sensitivity  that  we  have  lost  our 
common  sense.  I have  sat  at  several  membership 
and  marriage  visitation  committees,  and  have  asked 
questions  about  the  Discipline  that  would  be  so  ob- 
vious had  the  book  been  opened.  The  lack  of  un- 
derstanding or  even  willingness  to  read  and  learn 
always  amazed  me.  We  ask  if  they  have  read  the 
Discipline  and  the  standard  answer  is  yes;  we  have 
to  accept  people  for  what  they  are  and  hope  they 
are  telling  the  truth.  Friends  don’t  lie,  we  have  a 
single  standard  of  truth  — or  do  we?  I have  been 
confronted  with  open  hostility  by  a couple  wishing 
to  be  married  when  they  noticed  my  Discipline 
was  underlined  in  red.  They  assumed  it  was  done 
to  pick  on  them.  Imagine  the  chagrin  when  I open- 
ed the  book  and  showed  them  that  it  was  virtually 
all  underlined  where  I had  read  and  re-read  what 
we  are  supposed  to  be  about. 

Why  do  our  young  people  disappear  after  a few 
years  and  go  to  other  churches?  Note,  I do  not  say 
organized  religions  because  we,  too,  are  an  organ- 
ized religion.  Are  they  craving  a strict  discipline? 
Could  it  be  that  children  are  not  fools?  Is  it  possi- 
ble they  see  a double  standard  of  truth?  Many  of 
us  feel  that  the  only  time  many  friends  crack  the 
discipline  is  if  they  wish  to  force  special  friends 
(they  may  be  new,  unseasoned  or  even  unqualified) 
onto  responsible  committees  before  they  under- 
stand what  we  are  about. 

Discussion  groups  about  our  history  and  religion 
don’t  work,  because  the  people  who  should  attend 
them  to  learn  are  busy  with  social  issues,  their 
children’s  play  periods,  and  the  variety  of  extra- 
curricular activities  that  are  so  much  more  impor- 
tant than  finding  out  about  the  “club”  we  have 
joined.  It  is  my  firm  belief  that  if  George  Fox 
came  to  preach  today  it  would  be  in  our  Meeting 


Houses  with  wrath  rather  than  at  the  steeple 
houses. 

We  have  degenerated  into  a society  dedicated  to 
ceremonies  of  joy  for  birth,  ceremonies  for  sick- 
ness, and  just  about  everything  except  what  a good 
old-fashioned  Meeting  for  Worship  would  do  for  us, 
and  do  more  abundantly.  It  boggles  the  mind  why 
we  leave  other  churches  for  Quakerism  and  then 
make  up  our  own  little  ceremonies  because  we  still 
want  to  have  our  cake  and  eat  it  too. 

I resigned  my  membership  in  December  of  1977. 
After  all  of  these  years  I was  just  too  tired  to  keep 
on  going.  I had  wearied  out  too  much.  I could  not 
bear  what  I felt  was  unjustified  hatred  and  anger 
because  Quaker  honesty  puts  too  many  people  on 
the  defensive. 

I cannot  in  good  conscience  go  into  a courtroom 
and  make  an  affirmation  and  be  associated  with  a 
society  that  constantly  has  two  standards  of  truth, 
one  for  the  people  who  go  along  with  everything, 
and  another  for  those  who  truly  feel  they  are  try- 
ing to  observe  the  good  order  of  Friends. 

Come  to  think  of  it  has  the  double  standard  of 
truth  rubbed  off  on  me?  Why  does  the  above  arti- 
cle keep  speaking  of  we  and  our  when  I have 
resigned? 

Carol  E.  Volk 

San  Francisco  Meeting 


Letter 


A Hit 


Dear  Bob: 

When  the  Friends’  Bulletin  arrived,  Ernie  felt  like 
reading  me  the  editorial  — then  Floyd  Schmoe’s  ar- 
ticle. The  next  morning  I looked  at  it  myself,  and 
Wow!  “Just  where  I’m  at,”  I thought  as  I read  Ben 
Norris’  “On  Simplicity.”  He  points  up  the  artist’s 
dilemmas  very  well,  and  I realized  it’s  what  I’ve 
been  feeling  for  a long  time  but  hadn’t  seen  put 
into  words  so  well.  I felt  a real  “Yes,  yes,”  after 
reading  Harold  Waterhouse’s  letter,  too. 

Please  send  me  two  more  copies  (check  enclosed) 
so  I can  share  them  with  several  family  members 
who  are  not  around.  I want  to  keep  my  copy  to 
share  with  my  friends  and  neighbors  in  Deadwood, 
Oregon.  We’re  struggling  here  with  these  issues 
every  day. 

Mary  Lou  Goertzen 
Berkeley  Meeting 
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REVITALIZING  THE  PASSION  FOR  REFORM 

In  extending  the  invitation  to  write  on  the  sub- 
ject of  membership  and  attendership,  the  editor 
seems  to  make  the  assumption  that  stricter  criteria 
and  procedures  for  membership  will  insure  the  revi- 
talization of  the  Society  of  Friends.  I rather  doubt 
that  making  participation  in  the  Society  more  de- 
manding through  rule-reform  will  take  care  of  the 
problem.  Instead,  I think  that  the  heart  of  the  pro- 
blem lies  in  another  direction:  the  predominately 
middle-class  Society  has  lost  the  passion  for  reform. 
George  Fox  and  the  early  Quakers  had  this  passion 
as  did  John  Woolman  and  others.  I agree  with  the 
editor  that  membership  in  the  Society  should  have 
meaning  and  involve  commitments.  The  results  of 
recent  efforts  of  the  Davis  Meeting’s  Peace  and  So- 
cial Order  Committee  to  get  people  involved  in  let- 
ter writing  around  several  social  issues  reinforce  the 
editor’s  feeling  of  widespread  indifference  in  the 
Society. 

The  middle-class  nature  of  Friends  works  against 
the  impetus  for  reform  in  at  least  two  ways. 

First,  the  emphasis  on  God,  Jesus,  the  Bible  and 
prayer,  which  I find  expressed  so  often  in  the 
Friends  Bulletin,  and  therefore,  to  me  is  an  impor- 
tant indicator  of  the  thinking  of  West  Coast  Friends, 
tends  to  drain  off  the  impetus  for  reform  today. 

It  moves  the  Society  toward  a “save-ourselves  spir- 
it” and  a position  that  we  can’t  do  anything  about 
social  reform  until  “all  our  hearts  are  pure.”  This 
is  a safe  position  and  is  not  going  to  disturb  anyone 
in  the  American  establishment. 

Friends  will  argue  that  this  same  emphasis  on 
God,  Jesus,  the  Bible  and  prayer  has  brought  tre- 
mendous vitality  and  growth  to  the  Evangelical 
Churches.  However,  it’s  very  hard  to  make  a com- 
parison between  them  and  Friends.  For  one  thing 
the  most  successful  of  the  Evangelical  groups  oper- 
ate out  of  gaudy  super-churches  with  super-prea- 
chers and  super-media  coverage  backed  by  some 
of  the  richest  people  in  America.  Also,  they  have 
no  quarrel  with  the  basic  direction  of  American 
society  but  are  supportive  of  it.  Theologian  Martin 
Marty  states  in  Time  (December  26,  1977):  “You 
may  have  to  give  up  some  drinking  if  you  are  born 
again,  but  you  will  eat  well  to  make  up  for  it. 
American  businessmen  are  offered  justification  for 
their  successful  lives.  Even  religious  T.V.  comes 
over  like  a night  club,  with  women  in  long  dresses 
with  decollete.”  Finally,  they  tend  to  look  at  so- 
cial change  in  America  in  a much  more  simplistic 


way  than  Friends.  Their  social  reform  agenda  is 
completely  different  from  that  of  Friends.  They 
tend  to  think  that  if  the  middle-class  structure  of 
our  society  and  the  family  can  be  protected  from 
pornographers,  gays,  hippies,  welfare  cheats,  per- 
missive reformers,  and  commies,  everything  will  be 
O.K.  Friends  tend  to  look  at  our  social  problems 
in  a much  more  complex  fashion. 

Second,  the  central  social  testimony  of  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends  as  experienced  among  American 
Friends  has  evolved  in  a basically  middle-class  di- 
rection. By  this  I mean  it  has  evolved  in  a basically 
inward  “change  thyself’  direction  rather  than  in 
an  outward  reformist  direction.  Those  who  are 
struggling  with  the  shackles  of  poverty  and  its  atten- 
dant psychological  destructiveness  don’t  have  the 
luxury  to  work  on  self-purification  before  they  do 
something  about  the  economic  problems  that  per- 
vade every  corner  of  their  lives.  In  a great  social  re- 
former like  Eugene  Debs  (Ray  Ginger,  Eugene  Debs, 
Collier  Books,  1970)  the  social  activist  and  the  med- 
itative man  are  combined.  Most  of  the  writing  in 
the  Friends  Bulletin  does  not  evoke  the  excitement 
of  social  action  involved  in  trying  to  stop  the  huge 
American  war  machine  but  the  excitement  of  the 
inner  search  to  save  one’s  self. 

What  I think  is  needed  to  reinject  the  spirit  for  re- 
form in  the  Society  is  a new  social  testimony  that 
would  have  equal  stature  with  the  peace  testimony 
but  that  would  not  be  subject  to  the  same  kind  of 
erosion.  I believe  that  a testimony  on  economic 
injustice,  which  is  so  widespread  in  America  today 
that  it  affects  all  of  our  lives,  should  be  carefully 
formulated.  It  should  be  characterized  by  some  of 
the  scrupulosity  of  John  Woolman  and  work  to- 
ward consciousness  raising  among  all  Friends,  new 
and  old.  It  should  direct  the  conscience  of  Friends 
so  that  they  will  witness  against  economic  exploi- 
tation wherever  it  is  encountered. 

John  Woolman  is  perhaps  the  Friend  who  did 
most  to  make  the  spirit  of  reform  a personal  con- 
cern. Holding  a true  belief  in  the  brotherhood  of 
man,  not  as  an  ideal  but  as  a reality,  he  examined 
every  aspect,  every  purchase  of  his  daily  life  in  the 
light  of  its  social  effect.  He  used  passive  resistance, 
non-cooperation,  and  economic  boycott  to  oppose 
slavery  and  economic  injustice.  In  A Word  of  Re- 
membrance and  Caution  to  the  Rich  (Dublin,  1793) 
he  takes  the  position  that  Laws  and  Customs  that 
cause  men  and  beasts  to  labor  unusually  hard  for 
the  necessities  of  life  and  extract  unfair  profits  for 
the  wealthy  are  immoral  and  against  the  will  of  the 
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Creator.  As  with  John  Woolman  I believe  an  eco- 
nomic testimony  should  be  raised  to  the  status  of  a 
moral  imperative. 

If  one  applies  the  position  John  Woolman  takes 
in  the  above  essay  to  the  American  economic  sys- 
tem today,  it  is  clear  that  many  aspects  of  it  are 
immoral  and  against  the  will  of  the  Creator.  David 
Hopwood  (B.A.  in  economics  from  Swarthmore 
and  a former  evaluator  for  the  Peace  Corps)  in  The 
Screwing  of  the  Average  Man  (Bantam,  1975) 
shows  how  every  American  who  exists  mainly  on 
wages  is  victimized  by  the  banking  system,  the 
stock  market,  the  insurance  industry,  the  housing 
industry,  the  health  industry,  the  auto  industry, 
nursing  homes,  lawyers  and  other  experts,  and 
through  various  types  of  governmental  frauds  and 
subsidies.  The  Sacramento  Bee,  in  an  editorial  on 
March  17,  1976,  states  that  the  United  States  is  un- 
rivaled as  the  world’s  leading  arms  merchant.  It 
sells  or  gives  away  nearly  twice  as  much  as  its  near- 
est competitor,  the  Soviet  Union.  Arms  merchan- 
dizing has  clearly  become  an  integral  part  of  the 
American  economy  and  its  balance  of  payments 
schedule.  Ronald  E.  Muller  in  his  Feb.  13,  1977 
New  York  Times  Book  Review  summary  of  John 
Blair’s  book  The  Control  of  Oil  shows  how  the 
“Seven  Sisters”  — Exxon,  Mobil,  So-Cal,  Texaco, 
Gulf,  Royal  Dutch  Shell,  British  Petroleum  — were 
instrumental  in  bringing  about  the  OPEC  price 
structure  for  oil  and  as  a result  are  reaping  huge 
profits,  thereby  penalizing  the  average  man  and 
causing  him  to  work  harder  just  for  survival, 

American  Friends,  apart  from  John  Woolman 
and  the  American  Friends  Service  Committee,  have 
had  little  to  say  on  the  question  of  economic  equal- 
ity and  injustice*  English  Friends  in  contrast  have 
had  a good  deal  to  say  on  this  matter.  The  London 
Yearly  Meeting  set  forth  in  1918  an  eight  point 
Quaker  Charter  for  a “true”  social  system,  “Our 
rejection  of  the  appeal  to  force  applies  not  only  to 
international  control  . . . Service,  not  private  gain, 
should  be  the  motive  of  our  work  . . . The  owner- 
ship of  material  things,  such  as  land  and  capital, 
should  be  so  regulated  as  best  to  minister  to  the 
need  and  development  of  man”  (John  Sykes,  The 
Quakers:  A New  Look  at  Their  Place  in  Society, 
Lippincott,  1958,  p.  263).  The  principle  stated 
above  has  been  reaffirmed  by  the  London  Yearly 
Meeting  from  time  to  time  as  when  it  stated  in 
1925  . . . “The  chief  purpose  of  life  is  defeated, 
both  in  our  lives  and  in  others,  when  men’s  efforts 
are  directed  mainly  to  the  acquisition,  protection 
and  extension  of  private  property  . . . We  are  con- 


Letter 


Theology 

Friend  Editor, 

Friends  who  have  attended  previous  Theology 
Workshops  may  want  to  know  that  Elise  Boulding 
has  agreed  to  speak  at  the  1978  Workshop,  again 
scheduled  for  the  weekend  prior  to  PYM.  Elise  is 
a member  of  the  Boulder  Meeting  of  Friends,  a so- 
ciology professor  at  Colorado  State,  a grandmoth- 
er, and  the  author  of  Pendle  Hill  pamphlets  ( Child- 
ren and  Solitude,  Born  Remembering)  and  several 
books  (The  Underside  of  History,  The  Desert 
Mothers),  including  a cookbook,  From  a Monas- 
tery Kitchen. 

The  planning  committee  is  hoping  for  a Theology 
Workshop  focusing  on  the  theological,  historical, 
and  practical  aspects  of  living  a contemplative  life. 
In  addition  to  Elise,  several  PYM  Friends  will  make 
half-hour  presentations,  sharing  insights  from  their 
“lives  of  contemplation.”  Application  forms  for 
attending  the  1978  Workshop  will  be  available  at 
spring  quarterly  meeting  and  will  also  be  mailed 
out  to  Monthly  Meeting  clerks. 

Elf  in  the  Workshop  Eric  Moon 
Logan  Meeting 


Correction 

The  first  sentence  of  the  next-to-last  paragraph  of 
Juanita  Rosene’s  “Cracks  in  the  Quaker  Egg?” 
January,  1978,  page  65,  should  read:  “I  feel  the 
questions  we  ask  ourselves  should  not  be,  ‘Are  our 
practices  appropriate  to  our  beliefs?’  but  ‘Are  our 
beliefs  appropriate  to  the  times?’  ” 


cerned  as  Friends  not  only  to  live  in  personal  in- 
tegrity, but  also  to  build  up  the  common  life  of 
men  . . . and  we  must  not  think  to  wait  until  all 
are  changed  in  heart”  (Sykes,  p.  263). 

However,  both  English  Friends  and  American 
Friends  have  been  frustrated  time  and  time  again 
when  it  comes  to  putting  their  beliefs  into  action. 
Sykes  (264)  in  an  insightful  comment  on  this  situ- 
ation in  the  London  Yearly  Meeting  says,  “It  is  as 
if,  having  named  its  target,  it  has  thereafter  felt 
held  back  by  the  resurgence  of  doubt  and  apathy, 
and  daily  preoccupations,  among  the  membership 
at  large,  and  also  through  lack  of  seeing  what  ac- 
tually the  first  steps  should  be.  Rather  as  in  the 
days  of  slaveholding,  the  imaginative  leap  . . . has 
proved  elusive.” 

Gil  Hamilton 
Davis  Meeting 
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THREE  VISITATIONS 

These  three  interviews  with  different  applicants 
for  membership  do  not  cover  the  variety  of  appli- 
cants we  interview  year  after  year,  but  present  the 
extremes  of  three  points  of  view  frequently  en- 
countered: 

1 . Some  degree  of  commitment  to  Buddhism, 
Hinduism,  Judaism  or  to  any  of  a multitude  of 
such  groups  as  Scientology.  The  issue  is  not  dual 
membership  but  spiritual  orientation. 

2.  Devotion  to  the  Meeting  for  Worship  com- 
bined with  a hostility  to  Meetings  for  Business, 
testimonies  and  committees. 

3.  The  kind  of  individualism  which  regards  or- 
ganization, especially  Meeting  Houses,  finance  com- 
mittees or  Yearly  Meeting  assessments  as  intrusions. 
This  attitude  was  called  Ranterism  in  George  Fox’s 
day. 

These  are  not  complete  interviews  and  do  not 
cover  many  topics  which  would  be  raised  in  reality. 

First  Interview 

First  Visitor:  You  have  said  that  you  have  read 

Faith  and  Practice.  Is  there  any- 
thing in  it  which  is  a stumbling-block  to  you? 
Applicant:  Yes,  as  a matter  of  fact.  Why  does 

does  its  subtitle  read  A Quaker 
Guide  to  Christian  Discipline?  Why  does  one  of  the 
the  queries  say  that  war  is  inconsistent  with  the 
spirit  of  Christ?  I’m  a student  of  Hinduism  and  my 
my  bible  is  the  Bhagavad-gita.  War  is  also  inconsis- 
tent with  the  spirit  of  Brahman.  What  draws  me 
most  to  your  Meeting  is  its  universalism,  which  in- 
cludes Christ  and  Buddha.  “There  is  a spirit  which 
I feel  that  delights  to  do  no  evil  nor  to  revenge  any 
wrong.”  Nayler  calls  it  a spirit.  I like  that. 

Second  Visitor:  But  if  you  read  Nayler  further,  he 

says  that  the  ground  and  spring  of 
this  spirit  are  the  mercies  and  forgiveness  of  God. 
Does  the  faith  of  Hinduism  derive  from  a merciful 
and  forgiving  God?  Furthermore,  did  you  notice 
that  Nayler’s  wonderful  testimony  is  preceded  by 
Penington’s  in  which  he  speaks  of  “several  forms 
of  Christians  in  the  school  of  Christ;”  and  is  fol- 
lowed by  Priscilla  Cotton’s:  “Friends,  the  cross  is 
the  power  of  God?” 

Applicant:  But  those  were  the  terms  of  refer- 

ence 300  years  ago,  not  in  our 

time. 

Second  Visitor:  As  I remember,  the  Bhagavad-gita 

was  written  around  the  first  cen- 
tury A.D.  But  300  years  or  2000  — that’s  beside 


the  point  in  reference  to  religion.  We  mustn’t  con- 
fuse the  world  of  religious  faith  and  the  world  of 
science.  In  science,  later  knowledge  supersedes  and 
corrects  earlier;  in  the  life  of  the  spirit,  what  a dif- 
ference! Have  we  learned  better  than  Socrates’ 
“Know  thyself?”  Than  Deuteronomy:  “I  have  set 
before  you  life  and  death,  blessing  and  cursing: 
therefore  choose  life;”  or  than  Jesus:  “Love  your 
enemies,  bless  them  that  curse  you,  do  good  to 
them  that  hate  you?”. 

First  Visitor:  Anyhow,  the  fact  is  that  you  are 

applying  for  membership  in  a So- 
ciety in  which  these  testimonies  are  fervently  be- 
lieved by  some  of  us  and  accepted  by  most  of  us. 
Applicant:  But  not  by  all;  I’ve  met  a few 

who  believe  as  I do. 

First  Visitor:  That’s  why  we  asked  you  whether 

there  was  anything  in  Faith  and 
Practice  which  put  you  off.  Members  are  parts  of 
the  Society  of  Friends,  not  just  of  a coterie  of  a 
few  persons  who  believe  as  they  do.  We  have  your 
happiness  at  heart;  if  you  are  irritated  and  alien- 
ated by  references  to  Christ  in  our  Faith  and  Prac- 
tice, we  must  also  let  you  know  that  you  will  hear 
messages  of  the  same  sort  in  our  Meetings  for  Wor- 
ship. Will  you  then  find  your  worship  as  well  as 
your  membership  irritating  and  alienating? 

Second  Visitor:  We  don’t  expect  that  any  member 

has  reached  a final  stage  in  his  re- 
ligious growth.  The  question  is  in  what  direction 
you  are  moving.  If  you  can  say,  “This  is  not  my 
experience,  but  I intend  to  be  as  open  to  it  as  pos- 
sible,” I believe  you  will  by  happy  among  us. 

First  Visitor:  Perhaps  we  have  talked  together 

enough  this  evening.  Shall  we  set 
a time  for  another  meeting  after  you  have  thought 
a bit  more  and  when  you  can  let  us  know  how 
deeply  held  your  objections  are? 

Second  Interview 

First  Visitor:  What  has  drawn  you  to  the  Socie- 

ty of  Friends? 

Applicant:  As  you  know,  I’ve  been  attending 

Meetings  for  Worship  for  about 
three  months,  but  from  the  first  day  I’ve  felt  at 
home. 

First  Visitor:  Yes,  we  have  appreciated  your  re- 

gular attendance.  Are  there  any 
of  our  testimonies  which  make  you  feel  less  at 
home?  When  you  read  the  queries,  do  you  have 
any  reservations  about  any  of  them? 

Applicant:  Well,  I haven’t  read  them  very 

carefully,  but  in  glancing  over 
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them,  I felt  that  Friends  were  making  a mistake  in 
asking  about  such  trivial  things  as  judicial  oaths  or 
our  way  of  making  a living.  And,  of  course,  you’ve 
made  the  worst  mistake  of  all  in  bringing  in  war 
and  government. 

Second  Visitor:  How  would  you  respond  if  one  of 

our  members  consulted  the  Meet- 
ing about  his  involvement  in  a protest  which  might 
result  in  his  arrest  and  trial? 

Applicant:  It’s  his  right  to  do  that  sort  of 

thing,  but  why  drag  the  Meeting 
into  it.  We’re  here  to  worship  God. 

First  Visitor:  Yes,  but  our  worship  includes  lis- 

tening to  God.  He  says  to  us  what 
he  said  to  Jesus  and  to  the  early  Christian  church: 
Swear  not  al  all;  put  down  your  sword  and  love 
your  enemies;  when  you  care  for  the  poor  and  the 
prisoner,  it's  the  same  as  caring  for  Christ.  Perhaps 
we  are  hearing  something  different  when  we  work 
towards  a society  that  will  not  produce  poverty, 
enslavement,  torture,  and  refugees.  But  I seem  to 
remember  that  several  of  the  Old  Testament  pro- 
phets heard  something  like  that. 

Applicant:  I love  the  peace  of  the  Meeting 

for  Worship.  You  want  to  bring 
in  a lot  of  secular  problems. 

First  Visitor:  You  may  want  to  think  more 

about  the  meaning  of  member- 
ship in  a religious  society  which  has  never  drawn  a 
line  between  the  secular  and  the  religious.  Then 
we  can  set  another  time  to  meet. 

Third  Interview 

First  Visitor:  What  has  prompted  you  to  apply 

for  membership  in  the  Society  of 

Friends? 

Applicant:  It’s  inspiring  to  find  that  Friends 

have  so  many  concerns:  for  peace, 
for  social  justice,  for  prisons,  for  example. 

Second  Visitor:  I suppose  that  does  strike  new- 
comers, but  we  musn’t  confuse 
fruits  with  roots.  We’re  a body  of  believers  even 
though  we  have  no  creedal  test  for  membership. 
Would  you  like  to  tell  us  what  is  important  to  you 
in  the  faith  of  Friends? 

Applicant:  That  sort  of  thing  is  fine  for  those 

who  are  interested  in  it.  The 
Friends  I know  are  too  busy  acting  on  their  con- 
cerns to  think  about  it. 

First  Visitor:  I believe  you  haven’t  been  to  our 

Meetings  for  Business.  Of  course 
attenders  have  no  obligation  to  attend  business 
meetings,  but  it  is  there  that  we  decide  what  we 


shall  do  about  our  concerns.  May  we  invite  you  to 
our  next  Monthly  Meeting?  We’ll  be  considering 
whether  we  shall  appoint  one  of  our  members  to 
go  to  Washington  to  give  testimony  to  a commit- 
tee on  disarmament.  One  of  our  members  has  had 
some  training  and  experience  in  disarmament.  We 
shall  have  to  think  of  the  cost  too,  for  we  would 
pay  his  plane  fare. 

Applicant:  All  that  takes  too  much  time.  I’d 

rather  go  ahead  and  act  on  my 
own.  It  would  be  fine  to  have  Meeting  support, 

but  committees  and  Monthly  Meetings  are  a waste 
of  time. 

Second  Visitor:  Yes,  sometimes  these  meetings  re- 
quire patience,  but  we  feel  sure 
we  are  right  to  hold  on  to  this  process.  It  saves  us 
from  slight  and  passing  fads  or  ill-considered  involve- 
ment in  acts  contrary  to  our  Christian  discipleship 
and  Quaker  experience. 

Applicant:  But  if  you  all  did  your  own  thing, 

it  would  save  you  time  and  energy. 
First  Visitor:  Of  course,  our  members  do  have 

concerns  which  they  pursue  inde- 
pendently; education  and  the  schools,  conserva- 
tion, and  party  politics,  for  example.  However,  it 
has  happened  that  a concern  which  has  been  peri- 
pheral to  the  Meeting  is  later  brought  to  the  Meet- 
ing for  Business  by  a member  who  feels  it  is  appro- 
priate for  Friends  to  support  it.  As  in  the  case  of 
John  Woolman  who  thought  at  first  his  concern  to 
do  away  with  slavery  was  an  individual  one.  What 
patience  he  had  in  taking  this  concern  to  his 
Monthly,  Quarterly  and  Yearly  Meeting! 

Applicant:  Maybe  he  would  have  gone  faster 

if  he  hadn’t  had  to  waste  time 
with  Monthly,  Quarterly,  and  Yearly  Meetings.  I 
could  never  do  that. 

First  Visitor:  Our  Friend  asked  you  what  we 

would  do  with  the  time  and  ener- 
gy saved.  A second  question  is  where  we  would  go 
faster.  We’ve  brought  up  some  weighty  considera- 
tions which  we  need  to  think  about  before  we  talk 
again.  Shall  we  unite  in  a period  of  worship  before 
we  separate? 

Madge  T.  Seaver 
San  Francisco  Meeting 


Janet  Shefelbine  wants  a housekeeper/compan- 
ion, for  adequate  salary,  to  live  near  Arizona  State 
University,  in  Tucson.  Write  for  details  to  G.  Daly, 
2532  E.  Helen  St.,  Tucson  85716,  or  telephone 
(602)  795-4389. 
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WHAT  DO  WE  WANT  MEMBERSHIP  TO  MEAN? 


I believe  that  Friends  need  to  re-think  the  ques- 
tion of  membership.  The  problem  may  not  be  that 
membership  means  very  little  to  us,  but  rather  that 
it  means  the  wrong  thing.  For  example,  is  it  really 
more  valid  to  consider  someone  a Friend  who  holds 
membership  in  a Meeting  but  is  inactive  in  that 

Meeting  or  does  nothing  to  exemplify  the  testimo- 
nies, over  someone  who  acts  consistently  with 
those  testimonies  and  is  active  in  a Meeting  but  has 
never  applied  for  formal  membership?  Is  being  a 
member  merely  the  profession  of  a certain  set  of 
beliefs,  or  does  it  include  the  practice  of  those  be- 
liefs, and  how  do  we  assess  that  practice,  and  ought 
we  to  assess  that  practice? 

The  question  of  being  a member  needs  to  be  dis- 
tinguished from  that  of  being  a Quaker  or  a Friend. 
A Friend  or  Quaker  is  someone  who  holds  a certain 
set  of  beliefs  and  tries  to  live  a consistent  life  accord- 
ing to  those  beliefs,  which  presumably  include  non- 
violence, rigorous  truthfulness,  patient  devotion  to 
the  needs  of  people,  and  use  of  silence  as  a method 
of  finding  clarity  and  insight.  But  a member  of  a 
Meeting  is  someone  who  in  addition  to  holding 
those  beliefs  and  seeking  to  live  by  them  is  a part 
of  a group  of  people  that  shares  common  concerns 
and  hopes  and  needs,  a group  that  seeks  to  inspire 
and  support  each  other. 

I do  not  want  to  see  us  try  to  get  members,  nor 
to  elder  those  who  are  not  doing  certain  prescribed 
things.  But  I think  we  do  need  to  agree  on  what 
membership  involves,  and  to  ask  each  one  of  us  if 
that  is  what  we  are  agreed  to.  So  I here  make  the 
radical  proposal  that  we  drop  the  system  of  formal 
application  for  membership,  and  instead  define 
membership  in  terms  of  participation  in  the  life  of 
the  Meeting.  This  means  that  we  would  list  as 
“members'1  anyone  who  does  any  or  all  of  the 
following,  after  asking  them,  of  course,  if  they  wish 
to  be  so  listed: 

1)  Attends  meetings  for  worship  regularly 
for  years,  and  contributes  to  their  quality; 

2)  Attends  meetings  for  business  or  works 
on  committees  or  other  activities  for  years,  and 
participates  in  decision-making  after  the  manner 
of  Friends; 

3)  Participates  with  others  of  the  Meeting  in 
caring  for  people,  both  within  and  outside  of  the 
Meeting; 

4)  Shows  an  adherence  to  the  historic  Quaker 


testimonies  by  some  kind  of  personal  sacrifice  or 
witness  over  a period  of  time,  such  as  imprisonment 
for  conscience,  laboring  for  reconciliation  and 
peace,  devotion  to  helping  less  fortunate  persons, 
etc.,  and  asks  the  Meeting  for  its  support  in  this 
witness. 

Persons  who  contribute  financially  but  do  none  of 
the  above  things  would  be  listed  as  “sponsors”  or 
“supporters”  of  the  Meeting. 

It  would  be  up  to  Ministry  and  Oversight  to  pre- 
sent annually  to  the  Meeting  a list  of  those  who 
were  to  be  considered  as  members  to  be  submitted 
to  Yearly  Meeting.  Persons  would  automatically  be 
dropped  from  membership  if  they  did  not  partici- 
pate in  any  of  the  above  ways  during  the  previous 
year,  unless  they  affirmed  their  desire  or  intention 
of  becoming  active  again,  or  if  because  of  age  or 
living  elsewhere  were  not  able  to  be  active  but  in- 
dicated such  a desire  or  intention  to  Ministry  and 
Oversight  or  were  active  in  a distant  Meeting. 

I realize  that  this  proposal  leaves  out  of  the  pic- 
ture the  practice  of  having  to  ask  for  membership, 
and  I know  that  that  practice  is  important  to  many, 
that  it  is  seen  as  the  individual  making  a commit- 
ment to  Friends  and  to  the  Meeting.  I also  realize 
that  this  leaves  out  of  account  any  profession  of 
beliefs  in  Quaker  principles  or  anything  else.  But 
it  seems  to  me  that  actions  speak  louder  than  words, 
that  such  actions  as  listed  above  are  answers  to  the 
general  Quaker  query,  What  are  we  doing  to  put  in- 
to practice  the  principles  of  Friends?  I do  not 
really  know  if  a person  is  a member  or  a Friend  if 
they  do  not  participate  in  some  way  in  the  life  of 
the  Meeting  or  in  living  after  the  manner  of  Friends. 
And  it  further  seems  to  me  that  asking  anyone  to 
“commit”  themselves  verbally  or  to  say,  “I  believe 
so-and-so,”  is  like  swearing  an  oath  or  reciting  a 
creed.  If  we  want  those  who  join  to  be  committed 
to  non-violence,  or  anything  else,  we  must  First  live 
lives  of  that  sort  ourselves,  so  that  they  can  see 
what  we  are. 

John  Fitz 
Berkeley  Meeting 


San  Francisco  Monthly  Meeting  needs  a Host  (or, 
preferably,  Host  Couple)  for  Friends  Center,  be- 
ginning September  1978.  One-bedroom  apartment 
is  provided  as  compensation.  Applicants  should  be 
knowledgeable  in  the  ways  of  Friends.  Write: 

San  Francisco  Friends  Meeting 

Property  and  Finance  Committee,  2160  Lake  St., 

San  Francisco,  California  94121 
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Letter 

Chosen  Few 

Dear  Bob: 

I am  a long-time  Jewish  Attender  who  came  to 
Friends  through  AFSC.  This  relationship  has  be- 
come my  way  of  life.  It  was  quite  a while  before  I 
understood  that  Friends  Meetings  could  be  as  open 
and  welcoming  as  the  Service  Committee,  and  that 
I might  become  a part  of  such  community  without 
having  to  give  up  my  birthright.  That  is  still  open 
to  question.  Why  was  this  possibility  so  long  in 
presenting  itself?  It  may  have  been  due  as  much 
to  my  inability  to  get  past  fears  of  my  youth  as  it 
was  to  the  appearance  of  Meetings  as  closed-socie- 
ties. Jews  are  all  too  familiar  with  exclusion.  My 
life  has  had  little  association  with  institutional 
Judaism,  but  I know  that  when  it  comes  to  the 
crunches  I will  always  be  Jewish. 

A few  years  ago  at  a time  of  deep  personal  trou- 
ble, I ventured  into  a Quaker  Meeting  for  worship. 
That  Meeting  was  a completely  silent  one.  Yet,  as 
the  hour  wore  on,  I began  to  sense  an  almost  pal- 
pable welcome  and  openness  in  that  small  circle  of 
people,  who  became  in  that  hour  my  friends. 

There  have  since  been  many  occasions  confirming 
that  experience,  and  also  opportunities  for  me  to 
switch  roles  and  become  the  giver,  not  the  receiver 
— to  be  healed  and  to  heal,  as  it  were. 

As  to  becoming  a Quaker  and  giving  up  the  pecu- 
liar and  vague  status  of  attender,  that  is  not  yet 
possible  for  me.  Should  I exchange  the  present 
status  for  something  equally  peculiar  and  equally 
vague?  Despite  this  state  of  mind,  I feel  that  I am 
a part  of  the  Friends’  community.  Clarification  by 
those  who  are  “inside”  would  surely  help  those  of 
us  who  are  “outside.”  The  formality  of  writing  let- 
ters of  application  for  membership,  deliberation 
over  the  application  by  an  M & O committee,  argu- 
ment over  M & 0 recommendations  at  business 
meeting,  and  finally  — with  the  help  of  God  — a 
Welcoming  Committee  formed  to  usher  in  the 
would-be  Member  is  a very  scary  ritual  to  face, 
even  though  the  applicant  may  have  been  a partici- 
pating Attender  for  years.  Surely,  the  Meeting  is 
a closed  society. 

It  has  been  said  that  “we  must  remember  our 
roots  in  Christianity,”  and  I am  sure  that  memory 
has  informed  much  of  the  loving  kindness  I have 
experienced  among  the  Friends;  but  I would  like 
to  add,  let  us  remember  our  roots  in  Judaism, 
which  were  surely  the  roots  of  Jesus  Christ  himself. 

Anonymous 


HORACE  COOK 

Horace  O.  Cook,  aged  93,  beloved  member  of 
Riverside  (CA)  Meeting,  died  on  December  1 1. 

Born  in  Georgetown,  Illinois,  of  Quaker  parents, 
he  moved  to  Oregon  in  1920  and  to  California  in 
1936  with  his  first  wife,  Emily.  They  were  in  the 
retail  grocery  business.  He  was  a member  of 
Riverside  Meeting  since  its  inception  and  served 
faithfully  many  years  as  clerk  and  as  member  of 
ministry  and  counsel.  His  gentle,  forthright  exam- 
ple of  Quaker  ways  was  an  inspiration  to  the  meet- 
ing, and  his  love  of  children  a special  joy.  His  kind- 
ness, wit  and  wisdom  and  the  delightful  stories  out 
of  his  Quaker  past  are  cherished. 

Horace  is  survived  by  his  widow,  Elizabeth 
MacWilliams  Cook,  whose  seven  children,  seven- 
teen grandchildren  and  sixteen  great-grandchildren 
he  loved  as  his  own;  and  by  the  three  children  of 
his  first  marriage:  two  sons,  Wright  and  Benjamin 
Cook  and  a daughter,  Louise  Rickard;  and  by  six 
grandchildren,  eight  great-grandchildren  and  seven 
great-great-grandchildren. 

A memorial  meeting  was  held  in  Riverside  on 
Saturday,  December  17. 


Letter 

Book  Available 

Dear  Bob: 

Thank  you  and  Margaret  Brooks  for  the  favor- 
able review  of  my  book,  “From  Inside  the  Glass 
Doors.”  ( Bulletin , January  1978,  p.  63.)  Unfor- 
tunately, it  is  not  carried  in  the  Friends  Bookstore. 
Those  who  may  wish  to  buy  it  will  have  to  send  to 
the  publisher,  The  Turning  Press,  594  Third  St., 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11215.  The  price  is  $3.75,  post- 
paid. 

Gene  Hoffman 
Santa  Barbara  Meeting 


There  will  be  an  intensive  workshop  on  “George 
Fox  and  his  Message  for  Today”  led  by  Lewis 
Benson,  probably  the  preeminent  contemporary 
George  Fox  scholar,  at  Ben  Lomond,  April  14-16. 
Limited  to  30  participants  at  a cost  of  $40;  appli- 
cation blanks  are  in  the  hands  of  monthly  meeting 
clerks. 
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Letter 

Provoked 

Dear  Bob, 

You  ask  me  to  recommend  “criteria  and  proce- 
dures” to  “insure  revitalization  of  the  Society  of 
Friends  through  development  of  a strong,  large, 
committed  membership.”  An  easy  cop-out  is  just 
to  say  that  social  engineering  is  not  my  bag;  but 
the  strongly  negative  feelings  provoked  by  the  request 
have  led  to  a re-examination  which  others  may 
find  useful. 

The  idea  of  the  world  being  saved  by  a resurgence 
of  Quakerism  seems  more  Marxist  than  religious.  I 
don’t  stay  with  Friends  because  it’s  the  only  way, 
but  because  it  suits  me.  If  I’m  caught  up  in  a new 
synthesis  of  motivation  and  action  that  seems  to 
have  greater  potential,  the  name  won’t  matter.  In 
the  Religious  Society  of  Friends  today,  I see  the 
Faith  and  Life  movement  as  having  the  widest  ap- 
peal, and  the  Movement  for  a New  Society  as  hav- 
ing the  newest,  most  promising  techniques.  Any 
efforts  among  Friends  which  do  not  relate  to  these 
will,  I fear,  only  deepen  existing  divisions. 

It’s  true  I’m  just  a rear-guard  Quaker.  (The  line 
of  the  Lord’s  Prayer  translates  as  “Lead  us  not  into 
temptation”  or,  in  the  NEB,  “Do  not  put  us  to  the 
test”.)  In  20  years  of  activity  in  six  Monthly  and 
two  Yearly  Meetings,  I’ve  seen  more  suffering  from 
the  misapplication  of  idealism  to  membership  cri- 
teria and  procedures  than  from  witnessing  to  the 
testimonies.  There  is  no  marriage  in  heaven;  by 
the  same  token,  we  would  have  no  formalities  of 
membership  without  the  pressure  of  other  social 
institutions.  My  own  criteria,  when  on  a member- 
ship committee,  are  that  the  candidate  have  no  in- 
surmountable reservations  as  to  any  of  the  main 
historical  testimonies,  including  the  validity  of  the 
gospel;  and,  that  he  or  she  understands  that  our 
Meeting  is  far  from  perfect.  I look  for  commit- 
ment to  a process  of  seeking,  and  an  acknowledge- 
ment of  the  duty  of  the  Meeting  to  hold,  in  our 
mutual  light,  each  one’s  words,  lifestyle,  actions, 
and  plans. 

A foolish  cartoon  appeared  last  week.  Moses  is 
standing  on  the  mountain  with  the  tablets  of  the 
Law  in  his  hands.  The  leader  of  the  group  meeting 
him  says  “If  it’s  all  the  same  to  you,  we’d  rather 
opt  for  a less  structured  lifestyle.”  This  is  a big 
part  of  Jesus’  medium  and  message!  He  affronted 
the  Pharisees  with  his  easy,  ad  hoc  lifestyle  that 
denied  the  whole  complex  structure  that  their  re- 
ligion had  become. 


Letter 

Traveling  Ministry 

Dear  Friends: 

On  Christmas  Eve  I received  the  news  that  I had 
been  selected  to  participate  in  a Woman’s  Tour  of 
the  Middle  East  sponsored  by  the  Women’s  Inter- 
national League  for  Peace  and  Freedom.  “The  pur- 
poses of  the  trip  are  to  strengthen  ties  with  women 
in  the  Arab  countries,  Israel,  and  among  Palestinian 
women,  and  to  deepen  the  participants’  understand 
ing  of  the  problems  and  aspirations  of  the  women 
of  the  Middle  East.”  The  trip  is  a month,  February 
5 to  March  5.  After  my  return,  I hope  to  do  a num 
ber  of  talks  with  slides  to  share  what  I’ve  learned. 

In  order  to  be  able  to  go  on  this  trip  I have  bor- 
rowed $2,000.  The  Berkeley  Meeting,  of  which 
Bob  and  I have  been  members  for  many  years,  has 
agreed  to  sponsor  my  trip  by  lending  the  money 
and  receiving  contributions  that  will  enable  me  to 
repay  the  debt.  Tax  deductible  donations  may  be 
made  to  the  Treasurer,  2151  Vine  St.,  Berkeley, 

CA  94709.  I will  be  very  grateful  for  your  assist- 
ance, no  matter  how  small.  Even  if  you  are  not 
able  to  send  money,  please  send  me  your  prayers 
and  supporting  wishes.  I need  these  above  all. 

Constance  S.  Jolly 
Berkeley  Meeting 

Y M Calendars 

Friends  World  Committee  for  Consultation  now 
has  available  its  1978  Calendar  of  Yearly  Meetings, 
free  for  the  asking  at  1506  Race  St.,  Philadelphia, 
PA  19102,  an  invaluable  aid  to  travelers  and 
editors. 


Now  one  who  gives  up  the  structure,  which  is 
the  fruit  of  much  thought  and  action,  takes  on 
true  personal  responsibility.  This  is  essential  in  the 
Quaker  way.  The  ten  commandments  are  replaced 
by  the  two:  love  God,  love  your  neighbor  as  your- 
self. We  actively  seek  the  will  of  God-or-whatever- 
you-call-its-name;  then,  we  evaluate  insights,  call- 
ings, and  actions  in  terms  of  the  two  command- 
ments. We  do  not  insult  God’s  grace  by  assuming 
it  is  out  of  reach.  A commitment  to  this  process 
is  the  only  tenable  criterion  of  membership.  If  any 
structure  — even  what  we  call  the  Society  of 
Friends  — gets  in  the  way,  we  must  set  it  aside  and 
move  on. 

John  Mackinney 
San  Fernando  Meeting 
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Food  Aid  and  Disarmament 


At  its  January  meeting  the  Yearly  Meeting’s 
Peace  Committee  considered  how  to  implement 
the  Minutes  on  Vietnam  and  Disarmament  approved 
at  1977  YM,  encouraged  Friends  to  dialogue  with 
members  of  the  Historic  Peace  Churches,  approved 
co-sponsorship  with  the  AFSC  of  the  Camp  Seely 
World  Affairs  Conference,  June  24-July  1,  and 
planned  a self-examination  of  spiritual  basis  of  our 
Peace  Testimony  at  YM. 

It  approved  launching  a Food  for  Indochina  cam- 
paign in  cooperation  with  the  American  Friends 
Service  Committee.  This  includes  (1)  support  for 
AFSC’s  Indochina  Reconstruction  program  and 
Church  World  Service’s  campaign  to  send  a ship- 
load of  grain  from  the  U.S.  to  Vietnam  this  spring; 
(2)  educating  ourselves  and  the  public  through  the 
media;  (3)  organizing  Friends  delegations  to  mem- 
bers of  Congress.  The  AFSC  offices  in  California 
have  offered  their  facilities  to  support  this  effort. 

The  critical  question  is  whether  Friends  will  volun- 
teer their  services. 

Recognizing  that  private  food  aid  is  not  enough, 
the  Peace  Committee  is  asking  the  Friends  World 
Committee  and  the  AFSC  to  have  a Friends  pre- 
sence at  the  FAO’s  World  Food  Program’s  Com- 
mittee on  Food  Aid  in  Rome  this  April.  The  WFP 
would  be  urged  to  call  on  grain  producing  countries 
to  increase  substantially  their  contributions  so 
that  Indochina’s  emergency  needs  can  be  met  with- 
out depriving  other  needy  countries  of  WFP  aid. 

On  the  disarmament  issue,  the  Peace  Committee 
is  calling  on  Friends  Meetings  to  sponsor  silent  vi- 
gils at  local  Federal  buildings  on  Tuesday,  May  23, 
the  date  of  the  opening  of  the  UN  General  Assem- 
bly Special  Session  on  Disarmament,  and  to  con- 
tinue the  vigils  weekly,  if  possible  through  June 
28th. 

When  the  Committee  turned  to  plans  for  the 
1978  Yearly  Meeting,  it  noted  that  the  Peace  and 
Social  Order  Committees  are  often  the  least  related 
to  the  life  of  the  Meeting,  and  asked  why  this  is  so. 
Concerned  to  reawaken  the  spiritual  basis  of  our 
peace  testimony,  the  Peace  Committee  is  proposing 
that  Yearly  Meeting  participants  share  their  own  in- 
sights on  the  religious  roots  of  this  testimony,  and 
ask  what  it  is  that  prompts  us  to  action  or  inaction. 

Bob  Vogel 

Clerk,  PYM  Peace  Committee 


(Inquisition:  Continued  from  page  69) 
not  our  reluctance  to  make  demands  on  prospec- 
tive members  really  a reluctance  to  make  demands 
upon  ourselves? 

To  seek  unity  in  uniformity  would  be  folly:  our 
experiences  are  too  diverse,  our  ways  of  expressing 
what  light  we  possess  too  various.  What  we  seek  is 
not  presumably  some  deadening  uniformity  but 
rather  sufficient  agreement  in  principle,  sufficient 
community  of  interests  and  ends,  to  enable  us  to 
go  forward  together  in  a common  enterprise.  We 
certainly  bear  little  resemblance  to  a community 
of  saints.  We  do  not  join  a Friends  meeting  as 
young  Sir  Harry  Vane  joined  John  Cotton’s  church 
in  Boston  “to  enjoy  the  ordinances  of  Christ  in 
their  purity.”  On  the  whole  we  are  neither  so  de- 
manding nor  so  hopeful.  Yet  such  a vision  was  an 
important  part  of  Fox’s  message,  for  as  he  said,  “all 
teaching  which  is  given  forth  by  Christ  is  to  bring 
the  saints  to  perfection,  even  to  the  measure,  sta- 
ture, and  fullness  of  Christ;  this  the  Scripture  doth 
witness,  and  this  I do  witness  to  be  fulfilled.”  Such 
heroic  visions  belong,  of  course,  to  more  heroic 
ages.  We  congratulate  ourselves  on  the  becoming 
modesty  of  our  more  humble  vision,  for  we  do  not 
pray  for  the  peace  that  passeth  understanding,  but 
for  the  peace  of  undemanding  fellowship.  Our 
meetings  are  valuable  not  as  places  where  our  light 
is  tested  and  renewed,  but  as  places  where  we  can 
retreat  from  a world  that  is  too  much  with  us. 

In  the  midst  of  such  a fragile  fellowship  the  ques- 
tion of  membership  is  a frightening  intrusion,  a 
challenge  when  what  we  want  is  to  be  comforted 
and  comfortable.  Dougles  Steere  once  defined  the 
Society  of  Friends  as  “a  lay  body  in  whom  the  in- 
dwelling Christ  is  at  work  effecting  revolutionary 
changes,”  though  he  admitted  that  “few  Friends 
Meetings  today  . . . can  claim  to  offer  this  ideal 
type  of  fellowship,”  and  concluded  that  “some 
people  would  even  be  bold  enough  to  suggest  that 
this  fellowship  does  not  exist  because  so  many 
within  the  Society  of  Friends  are  not  really  sure 
that  they  want  the  Christian  revolution  to  take 
place  within  them  and  within  their  world.”  Pre- 
cisely so.  Like  the  reading  of  the  Advices  and 
Queries,  the  application  for  membership  should 
begin  a process  of  questioning,  not  only  of  the 
applicant,  but  also  of  ourselves,  a reminder  that 
our  Society  does  not  exist  merely  for  mutual  fellow- 
ship and  spiritual  sustenance,  a reminder  that  we  are 
in  Paul’s  phrase  “called  to  be  saints.” 

Paul  Seaver 
Palo  Alto  Meeting 
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Letter 

Specks  in  Your  Eye 

To  Friends  Bulletin: 

How  can  I put  this  vague  irritation  that  I feel  to- 
wards some  Friends  into  understandable  writing? 
What  Friends?  Those  that  show  they  feel  righteous 
about  not  eating  meat,  buying  plastic  articles,  dress- 
ing attractively,  driving  a car,  paying  a big  income 
tax,  even  not  calling  the  police  when  they  were 
robbed,  etc.,  etc. 

I dislike  waste  of  all  kinds;  and  I don’t  like  greedy 
people.  I try  not  to  be  wasteful  or  greedy.  But  I 
refuse  to  feel  guilty  when  I eat  some  beef  or  buy  a 
new  dress.  I am  not  going  out  of  my  way  to  avoid 
plastic  wrappings,  although  Fm  mildly  annoyed  at 
companies  that  wrap  sliced  cheese  individually.  If 
I lived  alone,  I would  never  buy  sliced  cheese.  But 
when  living  with  a vegetarian  teen-ager  I compro- 
mise and  get  sliced  cheese  in  hopes  that  she  will 
snack  on  it  and  get  some  protein.  But  these  things 
are  not  to  my  mind  Quaker,  or  religious  beliefs, 
only  sensible,  practical,  mundane  house-keepery 
behavior.  Friends  used  to  worry  about  dancing, 
pictures,  musical  instruments,  or  flower  trimmed 
bonnets.  We  now  realise  that  these  things  are  not 
worth  being  concerned  about  as  long  as  they  are  en- 
joyed with  moderation.  The  same  kind  of  people 
who  used  to  concern  themselves  about  these  things, 
I feel,  are  now  concerning  themselves  about  diets 
and  what  they  call  “simple  living.” 

I feel  there  is  too  much  concern  about  methods 
of  eating  and  clothing  ourselves,  criticising  others 
about  it,  as  well  as  worrying  a lot  about  our  own 
decisions  in  these  matters.  Too  often  these  same 
people  cause  unnecessary  arguments,  disputes  and 
unpleasant  commotions  about  little  points  of  pro- 
cedure. I feel  that  they  enjoy  probing  for  specks 
in  other  people’s  eyes. 

Of  course  we  should  give  and  work  to  relieve  suf- 
fering in  far  away  places  as  well  as  near  by.  But 
I doubt  that  self-righteous  denial  by  Americans  will 
change  in  any  appreciable  way  the  needs  of  others 
in  far  off  countries.  Naturally,  we  should  be  care- 
ful not  to  waste  gas  in  car  or  stove,  turn  off  unne- 
cessary lights,  cook  sparingly,  dress  simply,  but  I 
object  to  stressing  these  concerns.  When  oil  be- 
comes noticeably  scarce  and  too  expensive,  we  will 
begin  to  turn  garbage,  sunlight,  underground  hot 
water,  wind  and  other  inventions  into  harnessed 
energy.  Mankind  (oh  dear!  a male  chauvinist  word) 
has  always  been  inventive  when  prodded  by  ne- 
cessity. 


(Warbling:  Continued  from  page  71 ) 

Meetings  for  Worship  and  Business  that  are  expect- 
ed before  explanation  is  given.  I am  not  suggesting 
what  rights  should  be  given  what  groups  — each 
group  must  allow  the  members  in  it  to  do  that  — 

I am  only  suggesting  that  I believe  our  time  demon- 
strates that  our  human  associations  are  losing  au- 
thority at  a progressive  pace. 

I feel  sure  that  most  of  us  long  for  a strong  and 
committed  membership  in  the  Society  of  Friends. 
But  is  it  necessary  that  the  membership  be  large? 

I look  at  Robert  Schutz’s  statement  with  amaze- 
ment: “I  suppose  that  all  of  us  would  like  to  see 
most  of  the  world  become  Friends,  for  reasons  be- 
yond the  selfish  one  that  people  are  more  comfort- 
able with  others  who  are  like  themselves.”  I am 
not  one  to  be  included  by  that  supposition.  I pre- 
fer political  agreement  and  cultural  diversity.  I 
have  no  wish  to  convert  others  in  the  world  to  my 
beliefs.  Rather,  I glory  in  the  fact  that  human 
beings  are  very  complex  creatures  so  that  many, 
many  roads  to  the  divine  are  necessary  if  each  is  to 
journey  towards  the  summit.  My  path  is  right  for 
me.  If  yours  is  right  for  you,  share  your  maps  and 
your  ledgers;  I’ll  share  mine  and  we  will  both  have 
an  enlarged  understanding  of  the  vastness  of  the 
territory.  If  you  are  lost  in  the  thickets  and  briars, 
oh,  gladly  gladly  I offer  a hand.  Take  it  if  you  like. 
But  God  knows.  You  know.  Perhaps  you  need  the 
experience  of  cutting  your  own  way  out  of  the 
brambles  you  mire  in.  Without  your  leading,  I will 
not  cut  my  way  into  yours. 

And  if  I truly  care  for  you,  snagged  there,  it  is  a 
suffering  to  hold  back.  Along  with  the  power  to 
live  by  and  through  and  with  the  light  that  has 
been  vouchsafed  me,  I also  need  the  humility  to 
realize  that  every  one  of  God’s  creatures  is  equal  to 
me  in  capacity  to  receive  light.  My  light  may  not 
be  your  light  and  though,  as  sisters,  as  friends  (even 
Friends)  we  may  share  our  strokes  of  light,  like 
herons’  legs  in  the  cattails,  we  can  not  arrogate  the 
power  to  see,  to  feel,  to  experience,  to  choose,  for 
another. 

And  THIS  is  the  reason  for  the  cacophony,  the 
ancient  croaking.  Sally  Bryan 

University  Meeting 

I feel  it  is  important  to  love  those  suffering  far 
away  thousands,  but  more  important  to  be  gener- 
ous, helpful,  kind,  forgiving,  tolerant,  able  to  laugh 
with  and  love  the  real  people  we  know. 

Harriet  M.  Wendell 

Santa  Monica  Friends  Meeting 
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NEWS  OF  THE  MEETINGS 

Vital  Statistics 

Births 

To  Howard  and  Sheila  Settle  Bull,  Palo  Alto 
Meeting , a son,  John,  Nov.  16,  1977. 

To  Guy  and  Mary  Lord,  La  Jolla  Meeting,  a 
daughter,  Katherine  Marie,  Nov.  1,  1977. 

To  Arthur  and  Ema  Currier,  Palo  Alto  Meeting, 
a daughter,  Mila  Natalie,  May  14,  1977. 

Marriages 

Salem  Meeting  accepted  care,  jointly  with 
Hertford  Friends  Meeting  (England),  for  the 
marriage  of  Margaret  Louise  MacDowell  to 
Laurence  Swift  of  Cheshire,  Herts.,  on  Jan.  1,  in 
England. 

The  marriage  of  Ben  Richmond  and  Jody 
Kerman  was  scheduled  by  Multnomah  Meeting 
for  February  12. 

Deaths 

A memorial  service  for  Joe  Stritmatter  of 
Eastside  Meeting  (d.  Nov.  19)  was  held  by 
University  Meeting  on  November  26. 

John  Willard,  also  of  Eastisde  Meeitng,  died  Dec., 
20,  and  a memorial  service  was  held  by  University 
Meeting  on  Dec.  27. 

Bronwen  Craven,  daughter  of  Roger  and  Clare 
Craven,  University  Meeting,  died  Dec.  24,  and  a 
memorial  service  was  held  Jan.  7. 

Lucile  Carter  Inke,  Palomar  Meeting,  died  Dec. 
16.  Memorial  meetings  were  held  at  Palomar  and 
also  in  Plainfield,  Indiana. 

Nellie  C.  Dorn,  San  Francisco  Meeting,  died  Dec. 
6,  1977,  at  the  age  of  96.  A memorial  meeting 
was  held  Dec.  18. 

Edith  Vail,  Palomar  Meeting,  died  January  12, 
1978,  aged  85.  A memorial  meeting  was  held  at 
Fallbrook,  California,  on  Jan.  21. 

Verlin  Pemberton,  Phoenix  Meeting,  died  in  late 
August,  1977,  at  the  age  of  86.  Memorial  services 
were  held  at  Phoenix,  Arizona,  on  Sept.  1 and  at 
West  Branch,  Iowa,  Oct.  8. 

Notes 

A three-day  pilgrimage  to  the  George  Fox  Country 
is  planned  by  the  Friends  World  Committee  prior 
to  London  Yearly  Meeting  in  Lancaster,  August 
10.  Only  50  Pilgrims  can  be  accepted,  and  25 
spaces  are  being  held  for  American  and  European 
Friends  until  April  1 . Costs,  about-i:33.  Applica- 
tions should  be  sent  to  Recording  Clerk,  Friends 


House,  Euston  Road,  London,  NW1  2BJ,  England. 

Friends  of  Eubanks  Carsner  may  be  interested  to 
know  that  he  is  living  in  Hawaii  with  a daughter. 
The  address  is  2320  University  Ave.,  Honolulu, 
Hawaii,  96822. 

University  Meeting  points  out  that  the  survival  of 
Indian  tribes  is  a crisis  issue,  for  legislation  has 
been  introduced  into  Congress  that  could  destroy 
tribes  and  tribal  sovereignty.  Washington  State  has 
been  particularly  active  in  this,  but  bills  from  other 
parts  of  the  country  could  extinguish  aboriginal 
claims.  Because  of  this  opposition  to  tribal  rights 
and  treaties,  it  is  increasingly  important  that  those 
who  support  tribes  become  more  active.  An  AFSC 
staff  member  was  told  by  a senatorial  secretary 
that  almost  no  pro-Indian  mail  was  being  received 
and  that  20  well-written  individual  letters  on  a sub- 
ject constitutes  a “ground-swell  of  opinion.” 

The  annual  issue  of  war-tax  payments  becomes 
a deep  concern  for  many  Friends.  John  and 
Louise  Runnings  of  University  Meeting  invite  other 
Friends  to  join  with  them  in  protest.  They  are  pre- 
paring a brief  for  the  Ninth  Circuit  Court  of  Ap- 
peals, which  is  hearing  their  case  against  the  IRS. 
John  Fitz,  Berkeley  Meeting,  urges  Friends  either 
to  refuse  payments  or,  at  the  least,  to  write  a let- 
ter of  protest  when  filing  returns;  he  makes  a co- 
gent case  for  tax-refusal.  Albuquerque  Meeting  re- 
ports on  correspondence  with  Robert  Anthony  of 
Pennsylvania,  whose  article  in  Friends  Journal 
started  them  moving  toward  tax  refusal.  He  had 
claimed  a War  Claims  tax  reduction,  which  was 
denied  by  the  courts  but  is  on  appeal;  if  the  ap- 
peal goes  to  the  Supreme  Court  that  body  faces  the 
dilemma  of  denying  First  Amendment  rights  or 
penalizing  an  individual  for  following  religious 
convictions. 


Women  Sharing 

On  June  23-25,  1978,  Women  Friends  will  be 
sharing  at  Quaker  Center,  Ben  Lomond  with  Dr. 
Linda  Seger,  Ph.D  Theatre  and  Theology,  teacher 
of  Theatre  and  Humanities  at  LaVerne  College. 
Linda  will  lead  us  in  exploring  our  myths  and  our 
visions  in  our  Woman’s  Quest  through  theatre 
games  and  through  play.  Contact  Billie  Hamilton, 
5706  Shepard  Ave.,  Sacramento,  CA  95819, 
(916)  451-7614. 
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Letter 

Tax  Refusal 

Dear  Friends, 

I am  not  able  to  support  the  current  push  to  ob- 
tain passage  of  the  World  Peace  Tax  Fund  Act. 

This  is  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  I am  a long-time 
advocate  of  tax  refusal  and  have  myself  often  been 
a refuser.  I believe  that  Friends  should  ignore  the 
movement  to  obtain  passage  of  this  Act,  however 
beneficial  and  liberal  it  may  seem  to  be,  and  should 
refuse  to  avail  themselves  of  its  provisions  if  it  ever 
passes. 

Passage  of  this  Act  only  provides  a salve  whereby 
persons  may  legally  divert  their  tax  money  from 
the  military  budget.  Such  diversion  will  have  no 
effect  on  the  continued  military  activities  of  this 
country  and  would  have  the  undesirable  effect  of 
diverting  many  people’s  energy  from  active  oppo- 
sition to  taxes  for  war  once  they  feel  that  their 
own  consciences  were  clear  by  such  cooperation 
with  the  establishment.  It  is  analogous  to  the  role 
of  conscientious  objection  in  the  Selective  Service, 
which  admits  the  legitimacy  of  the  Selective  Ser- 
vice and  its  right  to  classify  and  draft  people.  By 
being  a conscientious  objector  to  war  taxes  only, 
one  admits  the  right  of  the  government  to  assess 
its  citizens  for  maintenance  of  the  war  machine  if 
only  there  is  a niche  for  those  whose  consciences 
prevent  them  paying  such  taxes.  It  does  nothing 
to  spread  the  conscientious  refusal  to  pay  war  taxes. 

The  only  Quakerly  way  of  facing  the  draft  is  to 
refuse  to  let  that  system  dictate  our  lives,  and  ac- 
cept the  costs  of  such  refusal;  the  only  Quakerly 
way  to  face  the  seizure  of  our  tax  moneys  for  the 
military  is  to  refuse  to  pay  it  at  all.  If  the  World 
Peace  Tax  Fund  is  ever  established,  and  if  Friends 
are  not  satisfied  with  refusal  to  cooperate  with  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service,  they  should  send  their 
amounts  directly  to  the  tax  fund,  rather  than  ad- 
mit the  right  of  the  government  to  collect  money 
for  warmaking. 

John  Fitz 
Berkeley  Meeting 
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Chris  Laning  of  Davis  Meeting  and  Asst.  Clerk  of 
Ministry  and  Oversight,  College  Park  Quarter,  re- 
commends A New  Friends  Gathering:  an  Outline 
of  Stepping  Stones  toward  Becoming  a Friends 
Meeting,  by  Pat  Foreman,  available  for  75cents 
from  Friends  General  Conference,  1520  Race  St., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19102. 


An  American-Swiss  couple,  Friends,  would  like 
to  rent  or  house  sit  a three  bedroom  house  in  the 
Bay  area.  They  are  retiring  from  Quaker  overseas 
work  in  the  Fall.  They  are  impeccable  tenants  and 
will  give  references.  If  interested,  please  contact 
S.  Minault,  25  Chemin  des  Palettes,  1212  Grand 
Lancy,  Switzerland. 


Friends  General  Conference,  1520-B  Race  St., 

Philadelphia,  PA  19102,  announces  its  forthcoming  “Making  Communities  Work”  is  the  theme  of  a 
General  Gathering  of  Friends,  July  1-8  at  Ithaca  weekend  program  at  Quaker  Center,  Ben  Lomond, 

College,  Ithaca,  New  York,  theme:  “The  Future:  April  28-30.  Cost  is  $40.  Address  inquiries  and 

What  Does  the  Lord  Require  . . . ?”  Write  the  applications  to  the  Registrar,  Quaker  Center, 

above  address  for  information  and  registration.  P.O.  Bos  686,  Ben  Lomond,  CA  95005. 


